[ 343 ] 


II. An Extract of two Letters , from Dr. John 
Wallis , ( Profefor of Geometry in Oxford. ) 

'The One to his Grace the Lord Arch-BiJ'hop of 
Canterbury. The Other to the Lord Bijhop of 

Worcefter. 

Concerning the Alteration (fuggefted) of the Julian 
account for the Gregorian. 


FOR 

The moji Reverend Father in God 5 Thomas 
Lord Arch-Bijhop of Canterbury, his 
Grace at Lambeth. 

Oxford June 13. 1 6pp. 

May it pleafe your Grace , 

A S to what your Grace mentions (in theclofe of 
your Letter which I had the honour to receive j 
about altering the Annual Stile. I am at alofs 
what to fay. That there is, in our Eeclefiaftical Com¬ 
putation of the Pafchal Tables, fomewhat of Diforder, 
is not to be deny’d. But I am very doubtful, that, if 
we go to alter that, it will be attended with greater 
Mifchief, than the prelent Inconvenience. It is dan¬ 
gerous removing the Old Land-marks. KaxHv «v xtifuvov 
i TuvtiTior. A thing (of moment,) when once fettled 
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(though with foffie Inconvenience) Ihould not be 
rafhly altered. Such changes may have a further profpeft 
than Men at firft fight are aware of, and may beat- 
tended with thofe Evils which are not prefently ap¬ 
prehended. 

In the bufinefs of Geography - upon removing the Fir ft. 
Meridian ( upon tome plaufible pretence) from where 
ptolomy had plac’d it (though a thing at firft purely 
arbitrary) it is now come to pafs, that we have (.in 
a manner ) no Firft-Meridian , at all * that is, none 
Fixed j but every New Map-maker placeth his Firft- 
Meridian where he plealeth : which hath brought a 
great Confufion in Geography. 

And, as to the point in quelfion, the Disorder in the 
Pafcbal Tables was a thing noted, and complained of 
for three or four hundred years, before Pope Gregory 
did (unhappily) attempt the Correction of the Ca¬ 
lendar. But it was,, all that time, thought advifeable, 
rather to fuffer that Inconvenience, than, by correcting 
it, to run the hazard of a greater Mifchief. 

And it had been much better , if it had fo continued 
to this Day, rather than* Pope Gregory (upon his own 
fingle Authority) fliould take upon him to impole a Law 
on all the Churches, Kingdoms and States of Chriften- 
dom , to alter both their Eccleftaflical and Civil year, 
for a worfe form, than what before we had. 

Or if merely upon account of the Pafcbal Tables 
i for he made no other pretence ) it were thought ne- 
ceflary to make a Change} he might have corre&ed 
the Pafcbal Tables ( or given us New Pafchal Tables 
inftead of thoie of Dionyfius,) withont altering the 
Civil year . Which hath introduced the confufion 
( which we now complain of ) of the Old and New 
Stile. And which now can never be remedied} unlels 
all Nations fliould, at once s agree upon one s which 
is not to be fuppolecL 
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I fay, at once- for if fome fooner and fome later do 
alter their Stile, the Confufion (in Hiftory) will yet 
be greater than now it is. 

’Tis true, that upon pretence of the Popes (ufur- 
ped) Supremacy in Spirituals (and in Temporals alio in 
order to Spirituals) moft Popilh Countries (but I think, 
not all) have fubmitted their Civil year (as well as 
their Ecclefiaftical) to the Angle Authority of the Pope’s 
Bull. 

But your Grace knows very well, that the Church 
of England had ( long before this pretended Corre&ion ) 
Renounced the Pole's supremacy j and ( that being fup- 
pofed) there is no pretence for the Pope pf Rome’s 
im pofing a Law on the Church and Kingdom of En¬ 
gland , to change our Ecclefiaftical and Civil year • more 
than, in Us, for that in Rome. 

And, upon this account, the Church and Kingdom 
of England , did at firftnot admit of that change, and 
have hitherto retained our Old Conftitution of the Ju¬ 
lian year.* notwithftanding the Pope’s (pretended) 
Supremacy 5 and I fee not why we Ihould now admit it, 
after having fo long renounced it. 

And really, though it may not yet appear and be 
owned above board ; and, thofe who now prefs 
for an alteration , be not aware of it, and be far from 
any Popilh defign, 1 cannot but think there is , at 
bottom, a latent Popilh intereft, which (under other 
fpecious pretences) fets it on foot 5 in order to obtain 
C in pradife) a kind pf tacit fubmiffion to the Pope’s 
Supremacy, or owning his Authority. And though 
they be fo wife as to fay nothing of it at prefent (for the 
Bait is defigned to Hide the hook till the F.ilh be caught ,) 
they will pleale themfelves to have gain’d de fafla, 
what in words we difclaim. Fcr there is nothing but 
the Pop’s Bull, which fliould induce the Change of the 
(Civil) Julian year (which is much better ) for the 

Ff f 2 New 



New Gregorian. For the Equinox going backward, (for 
10 or ii Minutes each year, ) is very inconfiderable, 
and which in Celeftial Computations, is eafily redified 5 
as are many other inequalities of much greater con¬ 
cernment. 

And I think it was netfer pretended that the civil 
yearmuft needs agree (exadly to a minute) with the 
Celeftial, And, if never To much affeded, is impofli- 
ble to be had; For the Solar year, and the sidereal 
year, differ more from each other, than the Julian from 
either , which is a midlde betwixt them. 

And the Seat of Eafler (which only concerns the 
Ecclefiaftica! not the Civil year) may eafily be rectified, 
if need be, without affeding the Civil year at all. 

Or, if not redified, the Celebration of Eafter a 
Week or Month fooner or later, doth not influence 
at all our folemn Commemoration of ChrilFs Re fur- 
redion. 

And ’tis agreedby moft (if not all) Chronologers, that 
as to the Year of our Lord, the Annus Vulgaris is not 
the Annus verus (though it be not agreed how much 
it differs:) But it would be a horrible Confnflon in Hi- 
ftory, if we fhould now go about to alter the Vulgar 
Account. 

All the pretence that I can underftand for altering our 
Stile, is only, that in fo doing we fhould agree with fbme 
of our Neighbours with whom we now differ: But it 
will then be as true, that we fhall differ from others with 
whom we do now agree. We fhould agree with France > 
but differ from Scotland (which, as to us, is more con- 
fiderabie) and with all others who yet follow the old 
Stile. 

If it be faid,that they, in time, may come fo to do 
by our Example. This would but make the Confufion 
yet the greater. For then we muff be obliged, not 
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duly to know what places do ufe the new Stile 5 but, 
from what time they began fo to do, if we would un¬ 
derhand their Dates. 

And; if we fhould, by a new Law alter our Stile in 
England ; this would not comprife Scotland: And we 
cannot promife our felvfis that they would prefently 
comply alfo. For (according to the prefent Conftitu- 
tion of that Church) they are not fo pliable to com¬ 
ply with the Modes of Rome as lome in England are. 

And the bufinefs of EaUer (which has the foie pre¬ 
tence of the firft alteration) would, to them, fignifie 
nothing; Who (according to their Conftitution) ob- 
ferve no Eafier at all, but do rather declare againft it. 

And when all is done, there will ftill be a neceffi- 
ty of keeping up the diftindion of old Stile and new 
Stile (which Pope Gregory's pretended Corredion hath 
made neceffaryO and with that diftindion things may 
be now as well adjufted, as if we fhould now change 
our Stile. 

I forbear todifcourfe at large (that I be not too te¬ 
dious) how much a better Conftitution the Julian 
Year is, and more advifable, than the new Gregorian . 
Which is a thing fo notorious, that no Aftronomer, 
(Who underftands the Methods of Aftronomical calcu¬ 
lations) though a Papift, can be ignorant of; howe¬ 
ver they may pleafe to diflemble it. Infomuch that (in 
their Aftronomical Calculations) they are fain firft to 
adjuft their Calculations to the Julian Year, and thence 
transfer them to their New Gregorian. 

And confequently how unreasonable it is for us to 
exchange our better Julian Year for one that is fo 
much worfe. 

It would be much more reafonable (fave that they 
will never be induced to part with ought, which may 
favour their Ufurpation, how abfurd foever,) that the 
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F&pifts fbould quit their new Gregorian, and return to 
their old Julian Tear. 

But I forbear to enlarge on this, (and many other 
things which might be alledg’d^J and humbly beg 
your Graces Pardon for having already given you the 
trouble of too long a Letter. And am. 


My Lord, 


Tour Graces very bumble 
and obedient Servant 


John Wallis. 


A POST-SCRIPT 

To be added to a former Letter to the Lord drchbifbog 
of Canterbury. 


Poft feript, Aug. 31.1 699. 


O F what Mr. Lock hath done in this matter, I know 
nothing but from your Graces Letter of Aug.i 7. 
1699.lt feems he advifes, that, for Eleven Leap-years,we 
fhould omit the Intercalation of Febr. 29. and thence* 
forth go on with the Gregorian Account: The laft of 
which %i Leap-years Ebould be 1744. But, if we be¬ 
gin in tha Change (as it is fuggcftedj at the Year 1700. 
the laft of thofe Eleven Leap-years muft be 1740. not 
1744. This 
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This Expedient is the fame that was (during out 
Civil-wars) fuggeftedly thofe then at Oxford in the 
Year 1645. viz. That, From thence forward, we ihould 
omit ten fuch Intercalations. 

Againft which there feems to me this great Obje 
(fiion. 

In the time of Julius and Augusts c&jar,, there was a 
Year which was called Annus confronts : Upon the fet¬ 
tling, unfettling, and refettling the Julian Year. (Of 
which Kepler gives an Account, with the Mi (chiefs of 
it, in his Tabula Rudolphina y with the Title Typus a»~ 
ni confufonis, ) And the like in the Year 1582. when 
Pope Gregory did at once ftrike out Ten Days of that 
Year. 

But, if this Advice fhould take place j we (houldnow\, 
inftead of one Annus confufonis, have a Confufion for 
Four and Forty Years together, wherein we Ihould agree 
neither with the Old nor with the New Account. But 
be fometimes 10 Days, fometimes 9 Days, fometimes 
8 Days, (and fo forth) later than the One, and fooner 
than the other account. And a Forreigner would not 
be able to judge of an Englilh Date, without knowing 
in which of thefe Years, we vary io, p, or 8 Days fand 
fo forth) from either of thefe Accounts. And this, 
for 44 Years together. Which feems to me a much 
greater Confufion, then if (as in 158a) we Ihould 
(once for all) caftoutn Days. But I cannot think it 
advifable to do either. 


FOE 
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The Bight Reverend Father in God William 
Lord Bijhoj) of Worcefter at Whitehall. 

Oxford June 30. 1 699. 

May it pleafe your Lordjbip , 

I N a late Letter which I had the honour to receive 
from my Lotd Archbilhop’s Grace of Canterbury, 
His Grace was pleafed to intimate, as a thing now under 
Conlideration, about changing the Stile of our Civil 
Year. 

It may perhaps be prefumption in me to interpole 
my thoughts with your Lordlhip in a Buiinefs of that 
Nature. But I mull needs think it a tender point to 
touch upon: and which, if we attempt it, may be at¬ 
tended with greater Mifchiefs, than we may at firft be 
aware of. I adventured to fay fomewhat to that pur¬ 
pose in a Letter to his Grace: But more may be faicl. 

That the difference of Stiles doth create fome Confu- 
fion in Hiftory is not to be denyed. (And ’tis very un¬ 
happy that Pope Gregory XIII. did in the laft Century 
attempt it*) But it is now unavoidable and cannot be 
remedied. 

For ’tis not England only, that uleth the Julian Year. 
But all the Three Kingdoms of Engl'and , Scotland , and 
Ireland 3 and all our Foreign Plantations, which are not 
a few ; and the two Kingdoms of Denmark and Swe¬ 
den , the Protejlant Cantons of Switzerland ; and Four 
of the Seven united Provinces * and how many more of 
the Proteftants in Germany I cannot prefently. fay. 
And if welhould now change our Stile in compliance 
with lome of our Popilh Neighbours from whom we 
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differ $ we fhould then vary from the Proteftants witk 
whom we now agree. 

And particularly from Scotland^ (with whom we 
are more concerned to agree than with France.) For 
we are not to prefume that they will prefently change 
at the fame time with us. Tis happy that they did 
comply with us in the late Revolution 5 (to be under 
the fame King with us :) We cannot prefume they 
will be fo fond of Compliance in all the Modes of 
Rome : £As is very evident in their not admitting Eft- 
frtpach nor the Obfervation of Eafier 5 (which latter 
was the only pretence of firft introducing the Gregorian 
rear.) 

So that there will ftill be as great neceffity of SV. 
andSN. (OldStile and New Stile,) as now there is, 
( without whieh we fhall be at a lofs, in Hiftory to judge 
difHflttly of Dates * and, with it, we are now as cafy 
as if we change.) 

If it be faid, that other Proteftants may, in time, 
be induced to follow our Example : Perhaps fome may 
( not all:) But this would but make the confufion yet 
greater: For thenceforth, we muft be obliged (ifwe 
would be at a certainty in Hiftory) not only to know 
what countries do ufe this or that Stile ? but, from what 
time they began fo to do. 

It would be much more advifable (if the Papifts would 
be as compliant as they would have us to be ) for the Pa* 
pifts to return to their Old Julian Year, than for us to em¬ 
brace their New Gregorian. And, it might much eafier 
be effected $ For, if the Pope could be perfuaded to 
grant a Bull to that purpofe 5 all the Papifts would, at 
once, be as much obliged fo to do, as by Pope Gre¬ 
gorys Bull to vary from ir. If it be faid 5 there is no 
hopes of that; Then the Argument ftands; If the Pope 
will not leave his pretended Supremacy, then we 
muft admit it. 

G g g That 
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That the Julian Year is, in it felf, a better form, 
and more advifable, than the Hew Gregorian , is un¬ 
deniable 5 and, all Aftronomers, even Papifts them- 
felves (if not otherwife Bigoted in favour of the Popes 
Supremacy , and the Infallibility of the Roman Church) 
cannot but know it: Infomuch, that in many cafes 
they are fain (or find it advifable) firft to Adjuft their 
Calculations to the Julian Year, and thence transfer 
them to the Gregorian. 

And there is no Inducement for our changing our 
Better Year, for a Worfe, but ®nly in compliance 
with the Pope’s pretended Supremacy , not only over all 
Churches and Kingdoms, but even the Celeftial 
Motions, ( as Pope Gregory , in his Bull, doth wifely 
pretend.) 

Now ’tis well known, that, long before Pope Gre¬ 
gorys Bull, England had renounced the Pope's supremacy 
( and are therefore unconcerned in that Bull $ ) and I 
fee no reafon why (after fo long a Difclaimer) we 
fiiould be now fond to readmit it. But what greater 
Evidence (of owning that Authority) can (in pra&ice) 
be expe&ed , than obeying their Commands, in things 
(otherwife) unadvifable i Hoc ithacus velit, & magno 
mercentur Atrida. And no doubt but the hand of Joab 
is in the matter, though perhaps we do not fee it. 

As to our felves 5 this cannot be done, without 
altering the API of Uniformity , and altering the Common- 
Prayer Book • ( For, at lead:, all the Calendar muft be 
new fram’d : ) And your LordIhip knows how warm 
feme were a while fince , againft touching that in the 
Jeaft, (or fo much as confidering (on the King’s 

Commiffion for that purpofe, ) whether ought in it 
might be changed for the better. 

If yet your Lordlhip think it neceflary, that the seat 
of Eajler fhould be rectify’d 5 that may eafily be done, 
without altering the Civil Year : For if, in the Rule for 
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Eafter , inftead of faying next after the One and Twentieth 
of March , you fay, next after the Vernal Equinox • the 
work is done. ( And we might be excufed the trouble 
of Pafchal Tables . and the intricate Perplexities of the 
Gregorian Epafts. ) For then every Almanack will tell 
you, when it is Equinox , and when it is Full Moon , 
for the prefentyear, (without difturbing the Civil 
Account.) And this Pope Gregory might as well have 
done, without troubling the Account of Chriftendom. 

But, if he would needs difturb the Civil Tear j He 
Ihould have re&ified it ( not to the time of the Nicene 
Council , but) to the time of our Saviour s Birth. For 
our Epocha is not from the Nicene Council , but from the 
Birth of chrift. We do not fay, Anno Niceni Concilii * 
but Anno Domini. And moft certain it is, that, at our 
Saviour's Birth , the Vernal Equinox was not on the 
One and Twentieth of March , (as this New Account 
would fuppofe,) but nearer to the Five and Twentieth. 

It is alledged as an Argument, why Now to change, 
becaufe the difference, which this Year is but Ten Days, 
will next Year be Eleven Days. 

But, My Lord, we muft be very weak Difputants, to 
be caught by fuch a Fallacy, (which is barely begging 
the Queftion.) The Point in Queftion, is not why Now ; 
but why at all. It is not We that have departed from 
them 5 but They from Us. The Julian Year was their 
Year, as well as Ours, till the year 1582. when a 
Fancy took Pope Gregory to Exchange a Better year 
for a Worfe, and difturb the Chriftian World. And 
then the Argument f if it fignifie any thing) Hands 
thus : The farther they be gone aft ray . the more 
reajon there is that we fhotild follow them . 1 ihould rather 

argue, The more Reafon there is why They fhould return 
(to that from whence they went aftray.) we are as 
we were, ( and as They were till that time. ) And the 
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reafon why we did not M*# change, remains (till good 
why we mould not make that change, gt all. 

If this Point had been flatted in our late King James's 
time 5 I defire your Lordfhip to confider, with what 
Face it would have looked. And, if the Mask be taken 
off , the Face is ftill the fame. 

I find, it was ftarted in the time of our Civil Wars 
( about the year 1644) bythofeabouc the King , when 
Oxford was the King’s Head-Quarters ; but the project 
did not then fucceed , by reafon that the King’s Party 
C in that conteft ) were not re valent. And your Lord- 
Jhipknows very well 3 how much it was to the preju¬ 
dice of the King’s Caufe, that thofe on the other fide 
would fuppofe him to be too much influenced by Popifh 
Councils 5 of which this was a great Infiance. 

And no doubt they will be as ready to pufli it forward, 
( upon any the Ibatfl pretence ) whenever they find us 
foft enough to receive the irapreflion. Not perhaps 
under the names of Julian Gregorian , ( for the word 
Gregtrtan fpeaks too plain,) but ( under the fofter 
terms) of Old and New stile. 

Otherwife, fo mtieh weight would not be laid upon 
fb flight a pretence. For the Addition of old stile or 
New Stile v/'fik certainly determine the difference of 
Eltven Days in the next Century, as of Ten in this, if 
nothing elfe were in the wind. We have bee n too often 
caught in fuch Snares. 

I forbear to fay more ( though more might be fa id ) 
that I may not too much, p re fume on your Lordfhip’s- 
Ikifure. But am, 


My Lord,, 


Tour Lordfijif s very humble 


Servant , 

John Wallis. 
The 



